REMARKS 

This paper is intended as a full and complete response to the Final Office Action 
dated July 21, 2005, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on October 21, 
2005. 

Claims 15, 18, and 19 are cancelled from the Application. 
Claims 1, 5, 20 and 21 are currently amended in the Application. 
Claims 1-14, 16-17 and 20-21 are pending in the Application. 


I. Drawing Objections 

The Office Action objected to one of the drawings because of informality. 
Applicant has amended "replacement" Figure 2 submitted on 6/9/2005 by including a connecting 
line between the elements of the intelligent device (24) and the counter (70) as suggested by the 
Examiner. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objection to the drawing is respectfully requested. 


II. Disclosure Objections 

The Office Action objected to the disclosure because of various informalities. 

Applicant has amended Paragraph [00011], Paragraph [00012], and Paragraphs 
[00018] of the Specification as suggested by the Examiner. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objection to the drawing is respectfully requested. 
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III. Claim Objections 

The Office Action objected to Claims 1-14, 16-17, and 20-21 under 37 U.S.C. § 
1.75 (a) for failing to point out particularly and claim distinctly the claimed subject matter. 

Applicant has amended Claims 1 and 20 to recite "wired communication systems" 
instead of "wired communication devices" as suggested by the Examiner. 

Applicant has amended Claims 5 and 21 to recite "generated first signals and 
second signals on a timed basis to the user interface" for a clearer understanding with regard to 
the "counter" as suggested by the Examiner. 

Applicant has amended Claim 20 to correct the clerical error directed antecedent 
basis for first signal and first sensor. Applicant has amended Claim 20 to include the phrase 
"wherein the software interface" for clarity as suggested by the Examiner. 

Claims 2-14, 16-17, and 21 are dependant upon either independent Claim 1 or 
Claim 21. Applicant believes that amendments to the independent claims overcome the 
objections, and therefore, Claims 2-14, 16-17, and 21 overcome the objections. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objections to the claims is respectfully requested. 

IV. Claim Rejections, 35 USC §112 

The Office Action rejected Claims 1-14, 16-17, and 20-21 under 35 U.S.C. §112 
as failing to comply with the written description. 

Applicant has amended Claims 1 and 20 to amend "a radio two-way" to read as "a 
radio system." Applicant had deleted the term "an intercom system" from the Claims 1 and 20. 
Applicant believes these amendments comply with agreed upon amendments in a phone 
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conversation between Christian Heausler and Examiner Mullen on July 28 2005. Applicant 
further believes that the amendments are fully supported by the written description. 


Claims 2-14, 16-17, and 21 are dependant on either independent Claim 1 or 
Claims 20, and Applicant believes that independent Claims 1 and 20 have been amended to 
adequately show compliance with the original disclosure. 

Applicant believes no new matter has been added with these amendments. 
Reconsideration of the objections to the claims is respectfully requested. 

VI. Allowable Subject Matter 

The Office Action stated that Claims 1-14, 16-17, and 20-21 would be allowable 
if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 112 and the objections under 
37 CFR 1.75(a) set forth. Applicant believes that the amendments herein based upon the 
remarks overcome the rejections and objections set forth. Applicant respectfully believes that 
the pending claims are now in condition for allowance. 


Applicant thanks the Examiner for his time and patience on this matter. 


Respectfully submitted, 




Christian Heausler 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 50,771 


FOR 


Wendy K. Buskop 
Patent Attorney 
Reg. No. 32,202 


Attorney Docket: 293.010 
Serial No: 10/678,574 


9 


Please mail correspondence to: 

The address associated with customer number 29637 


Wendy K.B. Buskop 
Buskop Law Group, P.C. 
1776 Yorktown, Suite 550 
Houston, Texas 77056 
713.275.3400 
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